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We know what happens in this body,

and we see it time after time after time
after time. We hear it time after time
after time. We hear that deafening
sound of silence from our colleagues.

We have got to stand up and expose
these things when they are inequities,
and I commend my colleague from
California for bringing this oppor-
tunity for us to make the statement in
the interest of fairness because we will
come back here after the break in this
body, and I am sure we will not hear
that deafening sound of silence from
our colleagues come time to talk about
affirmative action and things that may
have some benefit to the minority
community, but we certainly hear that
deafening sound today.

I yield back to the gentleman from
California and thank him again for
sponsoring this special order today.
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Mr. DIXON. I thank the gentleman

from North Carolina for his contribu-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, just let me summarize
what has occurred here over the past
few months. I have served in this House
for 18 years. I have not served on the
Committee on Ways and Means, but I
have served on the Committee on Ap-
propriations. I have an idea of the con-
versations that went on.

This House wanted to participate in a
program to allow people who were self-
employed to deduct up to 25 percent of
their medical insurance. We also at the
same time had to find offsets for that
money. It was going to cost $2.3 billion.
Somebody ran in the room with an ar-
ticle from a newspaper and said, ‘‘Did
you know that an African-American is
going to participate in a deal, and the
taxes on that deal to Viacom, the sell-
ing company, are going to be de-
ferred?’’

Someone else said, ‘‘What is wrong
with that?’’

‘‘Well, there are abuses in the pro-
gram.’’

‘‘Well, let’s address the abuses.’’
The gentleman from Washington [Mr.

MCDERMOTT] and the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. GIBBONS] presented an
amendment on this floor to address
those abuses. But there were other
voices in the room that said, ‘‘But we
need the money to offset the loss of
revenue to the Treasury for the $2.3 bil-
lion.’’ So we called in witnesses. Mr.
Kinard from the FCC said, ‘‘This is not
a set-aside. It is not a quota. It is
something that we have done because
of good public policy, and we have been
using this certificate for other things
since about 1948.’’

‘‘But we need to offset. We need to
find the money.’’

Someone else came forward and said,
‘‘do not anticipate this kind of reve-
nue, because, yes, the tax certificate is
used, but people will either not sell or
find some other tax structure to avoid
it.’’

‘‘But we need the revenue.’’
This bill comes to this floor, and the

representation is made that we have

got to kill this Viacom deal. The policy
is wrong, it is abused, let us correct it.

No.
Well, then, let us move forward, be-

cause when we kill this program, you
see, it is going to produce $1.3 billion.

Wrong again. Mr. Speaker, 831 did
three things: It eliminated what I be-
lieve in my heart was a good program,
that encouraged entrepreneurship in
broadcast industries; it provided no tax
revenue to the Treasury; and TCI, the
largest cable company in the country,
just got a little bit bigger.

So there is no doubt, Mr. Speaker,
that this is not a colorblind society.
There is no doubt in my mind that it is
not a colorblind society. But when you
look at the totality, you cannot expect
minorities and women to understand
why it is good for the majority in this
country to take advantage of a tax de-
ferral, but not good for a minority.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1289 AND
H.R. 2062

Mr. MFUME. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my name be
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 1289 and
H.R. 2062.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FOX
of Pennsylvania). Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Maryland?

There was no objection.

f

WHERE WE ARE IN THE PROCESS
OF THE REMAKING OF AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from New York
[Mr. OWENS] is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, we have
just concluded the debate and the vote
on the appropriations bill for the Edu-
cation, Labor, and Human Services
portion of the budget. We have almost
concluded the entire appropriations
process. The big one left, of course, is
the Department of Defense. This proc-
ess moves us a little further along the
road toward the remaking of America.

Speaker GINGRICH and the Republican
majority have said they intend to re-
make America. Speaker GINGRICH also
says that politics is war without blood.
So we have concluded the first phase of
the war. The Contract With America
with just a warm-up. The budget and
appropriations process really opened
the blitzkrieg. The first phase of the
blitzkrieg is about to come to an end.

I think it is important to take this
time to note that it has been devastat-
ing indeed. The people of America, the
caring majority, the majority of the
people in America, have been the vic-
tims of the beginning of this scorched
Earth policy. Tremendous cuts have
been made already, and this is just the
first year in the effort to balance the
budget in a 7-year period. This is the
easiest one.

These cuts will escalate greatly over
the next few years. So whatever has
begun today, as horrible as it may be,
is only the beginning. It is very impor-
tant that the American people under-
stand that this is only the beginning,
and $9 billion was cut from the Health
and Human Services and Education and
Labor budget, $9 billion for the budget
year that begins October 1 1995 and
goes to September 30, 1996.

If $9 billion was cut in this first
round, you can imagine how much
more will have to be cut and will be cut
in the second round, the next budget
year, because the budget for this year
still leaves the Republicans, who are
controlling the process now, with a def-
icit of $170 billion, the House-Senate
budget that concluded, under which we
are laboring with respect to the appro-
priations now. That budget still left us
with a deficit in 1996 of $170 billion.
Over the next 7 years, that deficit will
go down from $170 billion to a surplus
of $.614 billion in the year 2002.

In order to get that deficit down and
end up with a surplus in the year 2002,
drastic additional cuts have to be
made. So it is important to understand
where we are in the process of the re-
making of America, in the process of
this war without blood.

Speaker GINGRICH says that politics
is war without blood, but he did not
say it was without pain and he did not
say it was without suffering. And there
is a lot of blood, too. I think it is very
important to note that in the process
of making budget cuts in the appro-
priations process, the Committee on
Appropriations went far beyond its ju-
risdiction, and they did a lot of legis-
lating, against the rules; they violated
the rules. This majority violates the
rules whenever they see fit, and they
have the same kind of contempt for
rules that dictators and tyrants have.
Rules are just to be played with the
bourgeoisie and the folks who believe
in little words on pieces of paper. They
violate them when they get ready.

So a massive violation of the rules
occurred in this appropriations process
with respect to the Labor, Education,
and Human Services appropriation.
They had a large number of legislative
matters introduced into the process.
One of those matters related to the en-
forcement of health and safety stand-
ards on jobs by OSHA, the Occupa-
tional Health and Safety Administra-
tion.

One of those legislated items cut the
effectiveness of OSHA by one-third. By
cutting the budget by one-third and
specifically saying that the cuts have
to apply to the enforcement process,
OSHA’s enforcement administration,
enforcement process, the people in
charge of enforcing the rules and regu-
lations on health and safety, they
could not spend but two-thirds of their
last year’s budget. They are cut by
one-third.

That is going to cause not just pain
and suffering, but there will be some
bleeding and dying, because last year
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in America 10,000 workers bled and died
on the job. Another 46,000 died as a re-
sult of diseases contracted or as a re-
sult of health conditions contracted on
the job. They died elsewhere, but right
on the job 10,000 died.

So in this process of making budget
cuts, they have also legislated a less
safe environment for all the workers in
America. They have declared war on
workers, and that war has casualties.
That war has a body count. The body
count and the casualties will go on.

There were many other areas within
this appropriations process where the
Committee on Appropriations usurped
the powers of the authorizing commit-
tees and legislated. They changed the
National Labor Relations Board’s abil-
ity to operate by cutting them by 30
percent. They are going after the work-
ers. A major target in this war are
working people. They say unions. They
have a vendetta against the unions.
They want to get revenge on the
unions. But working people out there,
most of them in America do not even
belong to unions. In the process of get-
ting revenge on he unions, they are de-
stroying conditions for working people
in general.

The NLRB affects other people other
than unions. OSHA affects other peo-
ple. It is the workers of America, and
everybody out there, who is not a big
wage earner, not an executive or on a
big salary. Sooner or later they fall
into a category where they need to
have some bargaining power or lever-
age. Most of us are workers. In the
final analysis we are workers, and our
working conditions are being steadily
made more dangerous as a result of ac-
tivities undertaken in an appropria-
tions bill.

The Committee on Appropriations
exceeded its authority. It is just the
beginning of a process which probably
will go on for a long time to come.
They have always exceeded their au-
thority. I have always taken the posi-
tion we do not need a Committee on
Appropriations. The Committee on Ap-
propriations makes the Congress sort
of an inept dinosaur.

We have a huge Committee on Appro-
priations with a huge budget, a huge
staff, and they make the most impor-
tant decisions about where money is
going to be spent. But in the final anal-
ysis, the Committee on Appropriations
has the least amount of information,
because there are authorizing commit-
tees that spend all of their time on dif-
ferent segments of the governmental
functions, of the policies that govern
our country. The authorizing commit-
tees have the knowledge. The authoriz-
ing committees conduct the hearings.
The authorizing committees accumu-
late the experience over time. But the
power lies with the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

The appropriation committees, of
course, were created as old-fashioned,
primitive methods of centralizing
power. You centralize the real power in
a body that is supposed to be a demo-

cratic, deliberative body, so it is easier
to control by the Speaker and the lead-
ership. That is why appropriation com-
mittees exist. But they used to pretend
that they had limitations, and it was
only going to deal with the actual ap-
propriation of the funds.

They are not pretending anymore.
The appropriations committees have
taken over and they have proceeded to
legislate whenever they feel like it,
which means that if we were to be hon-
est with the American people we would
close down part of the Congress. We
could send all the Members home who
do not serve on the Committee on Ap-
propriations or the Committee on
Rules or the Committee on Ways and
Means. That is about one-third of the
Members of Congress on those three
committees.

The rest of us really should not be
drawing salaries, because we are not al-
lowed to make decisions. We are not al-
lowed to make important decisions. We
play around at the edges. We have
hearings, we pretend we have legisla-
tion. But in the final analysis, the
clout lies with the Committee on Ap-
propriations that is going to appro-
priate the money, and the Committee
on Ways and Means is going to develop
the revenue.

Whenever the Committee on Ways
and Means brings a bill to the floor, it
does not even pretend to have a demo-
cratic process. In the 13 years I have
been here, I have never seen a Commit-
tee on Ways and Means bill come to the
floor which was an open rule, where the
Members of Congress who do not serve
on the Committee on Ways and Means
had a possibility of having some kind
of input, making some kind of decision.
So the Committee on Ways and Means
is totally in control of the revenue pro-
ducing activities within this country.
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The rest of us either say yes or no or
vote present, but we do not have any
input. We have a very inept dinosaur, a
very inefficient dinosaur and you have,
after all, in the House of Representa-
tives, 435 Members who are among the
brightest and most energetic people in
the country, who understand govern-
ment, who understand human nature.
They would not be here if they were
not tremendously capable individuals.
But they come here and they are im-
mediately made irrelevant. They be-
come obsolete if they do not get a place
on the Committee on Appropriations or
the Committee on Rules or the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

And the Committee on Appropria-
tions used to pretend that they had
some use for the rest of us but in this
last operation, certainly the Health
and Human Services and Labor and
Education budget, they made no pre-
tense. Open legislation takes place
throughout the bill and every effort to
vote down that legislation, authorizing
legislation, within the appropriations
process, the majority beat it down with
their numbers. They have the numbers

and they can, of course, violate the
rules and render us all ineffective.

Nevertheless, we have to make do for
the time being. Hopefully in the next
Congress we can do something about
the dinosaur and get rid of the over-
whelming power of the Committee on
Appropriations. Democrats were never
that interested in doing that before,
but maybe they can understand the
evils now.

What I wanted to do today is to let
everybody understand that this process
has just begun. First of all, the impli-
cations of the process over a 7-year pe-
riod are devastating. I want you to un-
derstand that if the cuts are great this
year, they have to be greater next year
and greater the year after that, until
we get down to the point where we
have no more deficit. So that is one
thing that has to be understood.

The other thing to understand is
that, and it is hard to understand.
Until I became a legislator, although I
thought I was pretty intelligent and
pretty well educated, I could not un-
derstand all the machinations that
take place here in Washington. We
have passed it on the House of Rep-
resentatives. We passed the Labor,
Health and Human Services and Edu-
cation budget. And we passed most of
the other appropriations bills.

They still have to go to a conference
with the Senate and the Senate has not
passed most of their appropriations
bills. The Senate can move very fast
when it wants to. So the likelihood is
that in the month of September all of
this is going to be completed by the
Senate and the House, and the Senate
operate from the same set of overall
budget figures that the House operates
from. There is an agreement between
Senate and House, and we are proceed-
ing on the basis of one set of budget
cuts. So the Senate budget will cut
Education, Health and Human Services
as much as the House budget will cut
it, as much as House appropriations
cut it. The difference is where they will
cut.

The Senate may choose to not assas-
sinate OSHA, not to try to destroy the
health and safety standards of the
workers of America. They may choose
to instead take more money out of the
Pell grants. They may choose instead
to impose more of a burden on student
loans. But overall, it is going to be just
as bad because they have to stay with-
in those budget figures.

That is the other trick that we have
to deal with. We have to understand
that the Committee on the Budget has
already set certain levels, and the
Committee on the Budget has deter-
mined that you cannot cross lines. One
of the charades that took place with
respect to the Health and Human Serv-
ices and Education budget was that if
you wanted to restore the cut for Head
Start—and these high technology bar-
barians have done something nobody
else has done in the course of history of
the Congress. President Bush did not
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cut Head Start. President Reagan in-
creased Head Start. Head Start has
never been cut by any President. But
they cut Head Start. If you wanted to
restore Head Start cuts, you had to
take it from somewhere else, but there
is a bigger cut in title I.

So if you wanted to restore Head
Start, you could cut title I some more.
If you want to restore title I, a billion
dollars is a large amount of money be-
cause title I is the largest program of
assistance to elementary and second-
ary education that takes place through
the channels of the Federal Govern-
ment. Everybody likes to think it is
Federal money. The Federal Govern-
ment gives back a portion of the budg-
et, a portion of the people’s money, be-
cause all taxes are local. All revenue
derives from individuals and families
and it is sent to Washington so it is
getting our money back. We get back a
very tiny amount of our money for
education.

The Federal Government only is in-
volved in about 7 percent of the total
expenditure for education, but its in-
volvement comes through the title I
program for elementary and secondary
education. They are cutting that by
more than a billion dollars. We could
not restore any of that without cutting
some other part of this same function
500.

Yes, we could cut the NLRB, the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, and give
a few million maybe back to Head
Start, or we could cut OSHA or we
could cut MSHA, the Mine Safety and
Health Administration. You could have
cannibalism, cannibalism among
worthwhile programs. That choice you
have. Let the programs eat each other.
Because the trick is, you cannot go
outside of the function of Health,
Human Services and Education to get
any money from the places where the
real waste occurs.

We cannot go back, we cannot go and
take it from defense. You cannot, ev-
erybody knows where the waste is, but
you cannot even propose it on the floor
at the time of the deliberations on the
Health and Human Services and Edu-
cation bill.

We know there is waste in the de-
fense weapons systems. We know the
B–2 bomber is the most wasteful weap-
ons system that we ever confronted.
We know that because there is agree-
ment at the Pentagon. They say it is
wasteful. They do not need it. The Sec-
retary of Defense says he does not need
the B–2 bomber. The President says he
does not need it. Everybody agrees ex-
cept the Members of Congress, the
Members of the House, that we do not
need a B–2 bomber. So we put back $500
million in the annual budget and over
the life of the B–2 bomber program, we
are talking about $30-some billion. So
if we wanted to take care of Head Start
and wanted to take care of title I, Pell
grants, OSHA, MHSA, all the worth-
while human services programs, you
can easily do it if you are allowed to
reach into the defense budget and get

the waste out of there to take care of
it. Because the defense numbers are
tremendous numbers. Just take the B–
2 bomber. You have a great solution to
the problem over the last 7 years. By
cutting out the B–2 bomber, we could
refund these programs at the level that
they existed before and even give them
increases.

So where are we in the process? I
want to get back to that so that every
American citizen listening will know
that this complicated process is not so
complicated after all.

The appropriations process is about
to come to an end in the House. The
House Committee on Appropriations
will consult with the Senate. They will
come out with a joint conference re-
port of what they both agree on. It will
go to the President for the President’s
signature. Each one of these appropria-
tions bills goes to the President sepa-
rately. So the President will probably
sign the defense appropriations. Unfor-
tunately, there is not very much dis-
agreement between the White House
and the Congress on defense. When
they should have been cutting this,
they were not cutting either. So I sus-
pect that the defense appropriations
bill will probably be signed. It is the
last one we do, but it may be the first
one signed by the President. I suspect
that the last thing the President will
sign, if he ever signs it, would be the
Education, Health and Human Services
budget. In fact the President has al-
ready said he is likely to veto the ap-
propriations bill if it comes to him in
the form that passed the House of Rep-
resentatives yesterday.

If it comes that way, we know it will
be vetoed. What happens when the
President vetoes? Each one of the ap-
propriations bills, the President has
the option of signing it, it becomes
law, and that will guide our expendi-
tures for the next year. Or he can veto
it and it comes back to the House of
Representatives.

If it comes back to the House, we can
override it, if we have two-thirds of the
Members of the House vote to override.
In the health and human services bill,
there is no chance that there will be a
two-thirds vote to override. In the
housing, VA, veterans and housing bill,
I do not think there is any chance that
they will get an override.

In a number of the key appropria-
tions bills, there will not be a congres-
sional vote great enough in the House
of Representatives to override the veto.
You should follow this. Every citizen
should follow this, because what it
means is that as we approach the dead-
line date of September 30, which is the
end of the Federal fiscal year, these
programs that do not have an appro-
priations bill, which is now law, the ap-
propriations bill has not been turned
into law, they have no way to continue
operating. They run out of money.

They have run out of money and a
crisis is created. A crisis is created.
The probability is that, given the
games that the Republican majority is

playing and given the extreme and
mean positions that they have taken
here on these vital programs, they will
not agree to the continuing resolution.
The way you continue programs when
the money runs out is you have to vote
for a continuing resolution, which cov-
ers all programs for which there has
been no appropriations bill signed.

The likelihood is that the same peo-
ple who refused to vote decent amounts
of funding for these programs to begin
with are not going to accept a continu-
ing resolution which continues them at
the same level as last year. In fact,
some of these same programs have al-
ready been cut this year in a rescission
bill, which was promulgated by the Re-
publican majority. And that rescission
bill cut $16 billion out of this year’s
budget to make it impossible for some
of these programs to continue because
they have already been cut, regardless
of what a continuing resolution says,
they would have to receive a cut this
year and then pick up on the continu-
ing resolution, and it cannot be accom-
plished. So we are headed for a crisis,
and every American should understand
the nature of the crisis.

In my district last week, in discuss-
ing the problem with some constitu-
ents, there was one elderly lady who
said to me: Well, if the Government is
out of money and we just do not have
no more money, then I will make my
sacrifice. I do not mind sacrificing just
like everybody else. I do not mind the
Medicare cuts. I do not mind making
my share of the effort. I do not mind
suffering if our Government is in trou-
ble and they just do not have any more
money.

Well, that is a noble sentiment. I sus-
pect that the majority of Americans
feel the same way. When the suffering
is necessary, they are willing to do it.
In World War II, massive amounts of
people were willing to suffer and en-
dure. So it is nothing new. Americans
are willing to suffer. But it is impor-
tant that you understand that the suf-
fering and the pain that is being in-
flicted is unnecessary.

It is unnecessary for elderly people to
worry about their Medicare payments.
It is unnecessary to worry about
whether you are going to be able to get
into a nursing home or not. When your
money runs out and you cannot afford
Medicare anymore, you cannot afford
to pay for your own health care, as
thousands of elderly people spend
down, they get very sick, the medical
costs, despite the fact that they have
Medicare, there is a portion they have
to pay. They run out of money and
they become poor as a result of bad
health, as a result of operations, as a
result of time in the hospital. And they
can only be put in a nursing home if
they are convalescing after an oper-
ation if they declare themselves poor
and go onto Medicaid, the other part of
the health care program that was cre-
ated by Democrats.

Remember, we are celebrating the
30th anniversary of Medicare. Medicare
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was created by Lyndon Johnson, a
Democrat. Medicaid was created by
Lyndon Johnson, a Democrat, just as
Social Security was created by Frank-
lin Roosevelt, a Democrat.

We are celebrating Medicare’s 30th
anniversary, and it is important to un-
derstand that there is no need for this
in the richest country in the history of
the world. The United States of Amer-
ica is the richest country that ever ex-
isted in the history of the world. They
said, well, you might say there are
some Arab countries that people per
capita are richer than we are. There
may be four or five countries in the
world where per capita at a given mo-
ment they have higher incomes. But if
you look at the assets and resources of
these nations, you will find that it is
all very much illusionary.

Overnight something can happen to
the oil prices in the world, and in Saudi
Arabia the standard of living goes
down drastically. In Kuwait, the stand-
ard of living is going down because
they are not getting as much for their
oil products as before. Nigeria, which
has some of the finest-grade oil in the
world, faces a crisis because there is a
glut on the market, and oil prices still
go down. So we are not in America de-
pendent on any one set of natural re-
sources.
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We are not dependent on any one set

of minerals or any one set of climatic
conditions. There are well-established
institutions. Our country, from the At-
lantic Ocean to the Pacific Ocean, has
produced an abundant supply of rich,
natural resources and rich farm lands
and growing seasons that allow us to
maximize the amount of foodstuffs
grown here. We could feed the whole
world if we wanted to.

All of that together adds up to riches
that no other nation has. And you put
it all together, there are riches that no
other nation can begin to dream of.

Add to that the law and order, the
well-established legal system, an insti-
tutional government which stabilizes
things so that you are not, even in the
worst of times, and we may be going
through some of those worst of times
in terms of the democratic process, but
even in the worst of times there are
not cataclysmic shifts that overnight
render our resources less potent and
our economy cannot be brought down
by any one turn of events.

We are the richest Nation that ever
existed in the history of the world. We
should not be contemplating forcing
suffering and pain upon the elderly. We
should not be contemplating forcing
children to go without decent lunches.
They cannot get a decent meal any-
where else, even the school; with the
help of the Federal Government, they
should be able to get a decent lunch,
because those same children will be-
come the soldiers of tomorrow. They
will become the workers of tomorrow.
They will become the Congressmen and
the leaders of tomorrow. Those same
children.

We are rich enough. We have the re-
sources. The problem is that every
American must understand, the prob-
lem is the attitude and the vision of
the people who have the power now.

When you have this train wreck,
when there is a crisis created between
the President and the Congress, the
President vetoes the bills, they go back
to the Congress, they cannot override.
The Congress refuses to pass spending,
a continuing resolution. When that
happens, we should all be ready to join
fully into the debate and understand
what is happening.

The new America is being shaped. If
the people, if the great majority of
Americans stand up and say: No, we
will not accept anybody or any argu-
ment which tells us we are too poor to
be able to take care of all the sick; we
are too poor to be able to take care of
the elderly; we are too poor to provide
school lunches; we are too poor to pro-
vide a decent education for the genera-
tion of Americans who will have to
work to keep the Social Security sys-
tem going, to keep the Medicare sys-
tem going. There are some people wor-
ried about Medicare becoming bank-
rupt, and it certainly will be bankrupt
if our workers are not working and
adding to the fund.

Social Security will be bankrupt if
our workers are not working and add-
ing to the fund. If all of the jobs are
shipped overseas or to Mexico and the
workers are not contributing to the So-
cial Security fund, the rich may still
get rich by using the labor of people
overseas, but the workers overseas do
not pay into the Social Security fund.
The workers overseas are not contrib-
uting to the future of America.

You can get cheaper labor and use
high-tech instruments and you can
bring in from India some very well-edu-
cated computer programmers. But
those Indian computer programmers
are not paying into the Social Secu-
rity. They have no stake in our soci-
ety.

We have to understand what all this
means when they are trying to remake
America by wiping out the working
conditions for the workers of America;
by lowering the wages of the workers
of America; by creating conditions
which make it very difficult to educate
the vast population of America. We
have to understand what is happening.
The remaking of America may mean
the destruction of America. We have to
get involved.

Nobody should accept the argument
that we are too poor as a country, and
I want to make my sacrifice. Do not
rush to make a sacrifice for this par-
ticular agenda.

Everybody should be in favor of cut-
ting waste in government, and we cer-
tainly are. We do not want to spend a
single dime that we do not have to
spend. But do not rush into believing
that the problem we face is because all
of our education programs are wasteful
or all of our health care programs are
wasteful. That is not the problem.

The problem is that there was a tre-
mendous waste in government and the
people in power do not want to
confront that waste. The waste is in
the B–2 bombers. The waste is in the
Seawolf submarines. The waste is in the
agricultural subsidies.

We had an amendment on the floor
which said, look, we do not want to cut
subsidies for people who need subsidies,
but for all of these people who are gen-
tleman farmers and they only farm
part time, if they have an income out-
side of their farming activities of
$100,000 or more, then they should not
be receiving subsidies. That is all we
said; a simple, commonsense proposal
was on the floor. Let us not give tax-
payers’ money to people who are farm-
ers who have other incomes of $100,000
or more.

That was voted down. That was mas-
sive waste confronted. The opportunity
was there to curb that waste, but it
was voted down.

There were other examples, also. An
amendment said, let us not subsidize
tobacco. There is a great debate about
tobacco and whether it is healthy to us
and whether it is contributing to the
destruction of the health care budget,
because it creates a lot of very com-
plicated illnesses which are very cost-
ly; whether it is destroying the moral-
ity of our youth.

I am not going to get into that, but
the question was, Should we subsidize
it, should taxpayers continue to pay
subsidies for promotion of tobacco
products? That was voted down.

So, before you accept the argument
that massive cuts have to be made, and
great amount of suffering has to take
place in the Health and Human Serv-
ices and Education budget, look care-
fully at the rest of the budget of the
Federal Government. We have a whole
series of things that we need to deal
with in terms of cutting waste before
we get there.

We are talking about people who
have a vision of America which in-
cludes B–2 bombers over school
lunches. Seawolf submarines over nurs-
ing home care, home care for the elder-
ly. That is their vision of America.

What we have to understand is that
in 1995, we have to deal with the long-
range vision of America. The vision
thing that President Bush had trouble
dealing with; the Speaker of the House
has no trouble dealing with that. There
is a clear agenda and there is a clear
sense of direction that has been set
forth, whether you agree with it or not.
At least you should applaud that there
is a clear agenda.

The agenda says that America should
be only for the over-class. Only an elite
group. We are going to have public
policies, government policies, which
take care of and even pamper the over-
class. Pamper the people who have
computers. Everybody who owns a
computer is in the over-class automati-
cally. You have to have a certain level
of salary, send your kids to school and
pay for it, if necessary, because the
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agenda is to let the public school sys-
tem collapse.

They do not care whether public
schools exist or not. They know that
States are cutting back on education
budgets. They know that cities are
hard pressed and they are cutting edu-
cation budgets. They know that the
Federal Government gets all of its tax
moneys from cities and towns and vil-
lages. We cannot say that Federal
money is Federal money; therefore, it
should never be used for education.
People have a right to ask for some of
the money back for education. Edu-
cation is as legitimate an activity and
function as any other if it is needed.

So the vision of the elite, the major-
ity Republicans here, have an elite vi-
sion, a vision to take care of the elite.
The over-class will be taken care of.
The over-class will be pampered and
enhanced. The over-class will be en-
riched. The over-class will receive a
tax cut. We will give them money while
we are cutting programs, vitally need-
ed programs from everybody else.

That is their vision of America. Take
care of the elite. Take care of the small
group that went out to vote in 1994, No-
vember 1994. They came out and they
voted and they always come out to
vote. There is correlation between
wealth and voting.

The richest vote 100 percent of the
time and the middle-class vote 75 per-
cent of the time. It is at the bottom,
the people who are the poorest and
need the help from the Government the
most, the social contract benefits the
most, who do not understand the rela-
tionship between their vote and public
policies.

The present majority has an agenda
which says we will take care of those
that we know vote. Their votes are
guaranteed. If we take care of them in
abundant ways and guarantee that all
of the nuisances of a few extra taxes
here and tax regulations there, if ev-
erything that in any way is a cobweb in
their lives is removed, then we shall
prevail. They will support us and we
shall prevail because, after all, they
are the big contributors.

It is assumed that this process can go
forward and they can continue to make
these gigantic budget cuts, like the one
that has just been made in the Health
and Human Services and Education and
Labor budget, and that no one will in-
tervene; that all of us citizens can only
sit back and watch, because if they
have the majority, they can pass the
bills.

We can only wait to 1996, and they
are hoping that we believe that is all
we can do and, therefore, we will wait
until 1996. The great majority of Amer-
icans who are affected by these cuts
will be demoralized and think that
there is no hope or they will believe,
like the lady who says, ‘‘I am ready to
make my sacrifice, the Government is
out of money and, therefore, I will suf-
fer gladly for my country.’’

They believe they can prevail by sow-
ing these kinds of lines of confusion

out there, but they are not correct in
assuming. Americans, the caring ma-
jority out there, the great majority
who will be impacted by these cuts, my
appeal is that you get up and start act-
ing right now. My appeal is that you
start understanding what is at stake
right now.

Public opinion is a very real force in
our deliberations here. Every Member
of Congress, Republican or Democrat,
is watching public opinion. Every
Member of Congress who wants to
come back here cannot afford to ignore
public opinion, and it is not generated
out of thin air. People act. You have to
tell your neighbors to wake up. There
is a vision of America that is a dan-
gerous one for us, and there is a vision
of America which will destroy America
for the majority of Americans.

There is a vision of America which is
really un-American, because it is
geared toward an elite group, and over-
class, an oligarchy. It is totally con-
tradictory in respect to what this
country is about.

There is a vision of America that
says we do not need public school edu-
cation because we can educate our chil-
dren or we can have privatization of
education and accomplish more that
way. Those of us that have some
money and can afford to pay some por-
tion of the cost can participate in the
privatization process. We will educate
our children.

That vision of America is totally
wrong because they are assuming that
this country can exist with just an edu-
cated elite, with just a portion of the
population educated. They have missed
the point of America. They have
missed the point that we are different
from Europe and this country was built
into a powerful Nation over a rel-
atively short period of time because it
reached out and provided opportunities
for everybody. It reached out and made
an attempt to provide education for ev-
erybody.

In a modern society, a very complex
modern society, the geniuses or the
technicians and the scientists cannot
be effective unless the people under
them, the mechanics, the literacy
level, the scientific literacy, the com-
puter literacy of the total population
contributes to what the elite over-class
is able to accomplish.

They will not prevail and they will
not succeed, but they do not know this.
They are going to try to take a short-
cut and pamper, humor, take care of
just the over-class and assume that
they can build a nation on that.

It is a vision that is a flawed vision.
It is a vision that is the wrong vision
and we need to offer another vision.
That is why we did the Congressional
Black Caucus budget, which had no
chance of passing. We went through the
motions and put it on the floor because
we wanted to offer a different vision of
America. We wanted to offer a vision of
America which ran counter to the
elitist vision. We wanted to show that

you can have a great American Nation
that is not elite.

You can even balance the budget.
You can balance the budget by elimi-
nating the real waste. The real waste
in defense, so the Congressional Black
Caucus cut it by $350 billion over a 7-
year period, a $350 billion cut. You can
balance the budget if you do one other
thing, which has to be part of the dis-
cussion.

The old lady who believes that Amer-
ica is bankrupt and broke should know
that over the last few decades the
amount of money being contributed to
help balance the budget by corpora-
tions, the revenue stream, revenue
from corporations, has gone down since
1943 from a high point of 40 percent.
The tax burden was borne by corpora-
tions by about 40 percent in 1943.
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Forty percent of our overall tax bur-

den was borne by corporations, 27 per-
cent was borne by individuals and fam-
ilies. Over the last few decades, it has
dropped from 40 percent to as low as 8
percent in 1980. The corporate burden,
the corporate share of revenue, dropped
as low as 8 percent in 1980 and it is now
at 11 percent.

So of the money we raise from taxes,
through taxes, taxation, revenue that
is needed to run the Government, only
11 percent of that is contributed from
corporate income.

At the same time, individual taxes
rose from 27 percent of the overall tax
burden to 44 percent. We are paying 44
percent of the tax burden in 1995. In
1943, we were paying about 27 percent.

So if people are angry about the fact
that they as an individual and their
family, they are paying too many
taxes, their tax bill is too high, I agree
with them. They are right.

In order to relieve the tax burden,
what we need to do is to return to some
kind of fairness with respect to the cor-
porate portion of the tax burden.

In our Congressional Black Caucus
budget, the major way we balanced the
budget was to raise the corporate tax
burden up to the level of 15 percent.
From 11 to 15 percent is not a great
jump, but as you move it up, you cre-
ate the possibility of balancing the
budget without having to make cuts in
Medicare, cuts in Medicaid. We even in-
creased the budget for education by 25
percent. Education and job training
budget was increased by 25 percent.

So in this rich Nation of ours, we do
not need to sacrifice the elderly. We do
not need to sacrifice the health care of
the elderly. We do not need to sacrifice
school lunches. What we do need to do
is have our own vision of America pro-
jected.

The vision should include fairness in
the tax burden. The bearing of the tax
burden should be fair. When people fill
out their income tax in April, the cor-
porations should lessen their burden by
shouldering more of the burden them-
selves.

I am in favor of a tax cut. The major-
ity of Republicans are not alone in the
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proposal for a tax cut. We are in favor
of a tax cut. In our Congressional
Black Caucus budget, we propose a tax
cut for the poorest Americans and we
were able to give the tax cut at the
same time we kept Medicare at the
same level. We kept Medicaid at the
same level. We were still able to give a
tax cut to the people who need it most.

I am in favor of more tax cuts for in-
dividuals and families, but that can be
done only if we raise the tax burden for
the corporations who have gotten away
with buying out the Committee on
Ways and Means over the last few dec-
ades. That Committee on Ways and
Means that I said was so powerful be-
fore, their collusion with the corpora-
tions of America took the tax burden
for corporations down from 40 to 8 per-
cent in 1980, and now it is just 11 per-
cent.

Those are the people who want to
bring us a new approach to taxes. They
are talking about a flat tax. There are
proposals for new taxes. In our discus-
sion of what the vision of America
should look like, we should not forget
the revenue side. Liberals, progres-
sives, Democrats, do not talk much
about taxes in terms of revenue that
has to be produced to keep our Nation
going at the quality level that we
think is necessary. We do not deal
much with tax proposals. Only in reac-
tion to Republicans do you define pro-
gressives, Democrats, and liberals.

These are terrible names out of the
mouths of some, but these are the peo-
ple who have made America great.
Franklin Roosevelt was a liberal. Lyn-
don Johnson was a liberal. Harry Tru-
man was a liberal. The people who have
made America great have not talked
enough about taxes, and the organiza-
tions now which focus on the budget
and appropriations process do not talk
enough about the need to deal with cre-
ative taxation, creative revenue en-
hancement.

How do we get more revenue with
less pain? How do we relieve the Amer-
ican families and individuals of the
burden of more taxes while we get the
taxes that are necessary to run the
Government? That is a question that is
not discussed enough.

It has to be discussed at every level.
State governments are crying they
have no more revenue sources. They
want to give tax cuts to individuals
and businesses in many cases, and ev-
erybody sits around mentioning the
fact that we have to make these draco-
nian cuts because there is just no more
money.

There are plenty of resources in the
richest country that ever existed in the
face of the history of the Earth. There
were resources that were given by God
still out there in our minerals. In the
Midwest we give away gold mines, we
give away uranium mines. We let peo-
ple take these Government lands and
mine minerals and we do not ask for a
royalty. We ask for a minimum pay-
ment for land that belongs to the citi-
zens. We can get more money into our

revenue stream if we were to take a
different approach and not give away
our resources, our land resources out
there in the West, Midwest and Far
West.

There is a great controversy about
grazing land. Public grazing land is
used by private ranchers. They pay
one-tenth of the cost of the grazing
land that they would pay if it was pri-
vate land, one-tenth of the cost, and
then they complain about that. They
are complaining about Government in-
truding. They want to take it all. They
do not want to pay anything. They do
not want Government officials around
watching them as they take advantage
of the resources that belong to all
Americans and then they complain
about Government being on their back.

In the plan that was proposed by the
Congressional Black Caucus, and I
served as the chairman of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus Alternative Budg-
et Task Force. A plan was proposed by
both the Congressional Black Caucus
and the Progressive Caucus in the reve-
nue area to give tax relief to working
Americans.

We wanted to reduce the taxes of
working Americans by $112 billion over
this 7-year period. We proposed to
enact a tax credit equal to 20 percent of
an individual’s FICA contribution, up
to $200 per person annually. That
means that everybody would get—take
advantage of that, but we would go no
higher than the $200 per person annu-
ally.

It would be a small tax cut, but it
would be symbolic, and it would be just
a beginning. We would be proposing ad-
ditional tax cuts for individuals and
families because there is an imbalance.
Individuals and families are paying too
much of the tax burden. Corporations
are paying too little.

A vision of America and the future, a
vision of America which is able to pro-
vide education for all who need edu-
cation, a vision of America that can
provide nursing home care for the el-
derly, Medicare, Medicaid, a vision of
America that can provide decent hous-
ing for all Americans, that vision must
include a revenue stream that will pay
for all of that and we should not leave
it to the Republicans to determine
what that revenue stream is going to
be. We have to work it out also.

In our proposal, the body of our budg-
et proposal, we propose that there
should be established a commission on
creative revenues. Just as we have a
base closing commission after decades
of trying to do it through the political
channels and running into partisan pol-
itics, the only way we have made head-
way in closing bases, military bases, is
by appointing a commission to make
the recommendations.

Congress has the final vote. Congress
has the final vote. But the commission
deliberates and looks at things in a ra-
tional way and proposes which bases
should be closed. We need a commis-
sion to look at revenue possibilities,

look at tax laws and the possible revi-
sions of tax laws.

Give that commission time to oper-
ate, time to deliberate. Give them
whatever they need. Let them bring
back recommendations to the Congress
instead of it coming out of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, which is
corrupted.

The Committee on Ways and Means
is a major part of the problem, never a
part of the solution because they have
allowed corporations to take over the
committee. How else would you explain
a drop in the share of the revenue bur-
den by the corporations?

The corporations were paying only 8
percent of the tax burden in 1980 and 11
percent in 1995, whereas they were pay-
ing 40 percent in 1943. They control the
Committee on Ways and Means. They
got the laws enacted which allowed
them to pay less and less taxes all the
time.

Do not go to the Committee on Ways
and Means if you want justice in tax-
ation. If you want justice in terms of
the tax burden or the way it is borne in
this country, leave out the Committee
on Ways and Means. Have a tax com-
mission, a specially appointed commis-
sion bring to the total Congress rec-
ommendations about where America
should go in the next 7 to 10 years.

The majority of the House and Sen-
ate have proposed a 7-year balancing
the budget. The President has proposed
a budget balancing process that will go
over 10 years. I agree with the Presi-
dent. Why have the extra pain and suf-
fering that is caused by trying to do it
in a 7-year period?

There is no great pressing emer-
gency. We are not at war. There are no
reasons why we cannot, if we want to
balance the budget, do it over a 10-year
period, rather than 7-year period.

Either way you do it, we should look
more at the revenue problem. It is not
just a matter of expenditure. As I said
before, in our revenue section of the
Congressional Black Caucus budget,
the carrying majority budget for the
Congressional Caucus was well as the
Congressional Black Caucus, we pro-
posed tax relief for working Americans
over the 7-year period which would be a
$112 billion tax cut. It is not as much as
the 320-some-billion-dollar cut that is
being proposed by the Republicans.

The Republican majority is proposing
a 320-plus-billion-dollar tax cut over a
7-year period for the richest Ameri-
cans, for the richest people in the coun-
try. They would benefit the most. That
kind of tax cut will not help the situa-
tion. It will only make it more dif-
ficult.

We also supported tax provisions in
President Clinton’s budget. We sup-
ported an effort to enhance tax compli-
ance. We supported eliminating loop-
holes for multinational corporations.
One of the ways that corporations get
away with paying so little a portion of
the revenue burden is that they have
these loopholes like the following: If
you change the foreign tax credit that
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is given to multinational corporations,
if you change the tax credit to a tax
deduction, just that change would in-
crease the amount of revenue gained
over a 7-year period to $71 billion. We
would get an additional $71 billion.

Reform taxation of the income of
multinational corporations, get an-
other $86 billion. Capital gains reform
would produce $67 billion. Corporate in-
come tax reform, by eliminating the
accelerated depreciation tricks, we
could eliminate $162 billion over a 7-
year period and on and on it goes.

If you look at the revenue side and
you look at how corporations continue
to evade their fair share of burden, you
would find that there are great things
that could be done. There are also
other creative processes that could be
undertaken to generate revenue.

We have just passed a telecommuni-
cations bill on the floor of the House.
Telecommunications is an industry
which 50 years ago was a very tiny in-
dustry compared to steel, compared to
transportation, but telecommuni-
cations is the industry of the future.
Telecommunications makes something
almost out of nothing. They do not
have the burden of having to have a
source of natural resources, iron, ore or
coal, good weather.

It is all a matter of imagination and
the way you manipulate the resources.
You have to use technology to provide
entertainment, to provide information.
Technology has made the communica-
tions industry the technology industry,
the telecommunications industry the
industry of today and the industry of
the future. Millions, billions of dollars
are being made by people who are
merely creative, clever, smart.

Now, I have no problem with that.
Making money is part of what the cap-
italist system is all about, but the cap-
italism of today and the capitalism of
tomorrow should understand that tax-
ation is the duty, the proper tax poli-
cies, tax policies which are fair and tax
policies which go after those who are
making the resources, making the
money. They have the resources; they
should be taxed.

Telecommunications depends on the
airwaves. The airwaves belong to all
Americans. Broadcasting is regulated
by the FCC because we do not have
enough for everybody to have one as
they see fit. It has to be regulated. It is
a scarce resource. Because it is a scarce
resource, it belongs to the American
people.
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The American people have a right to
demand that they get more revenue
from those resources. We also now are
selling off spectrums up there above us,
spectrums for a different kind of com-
munication, not just broadband broad-
casting. We have gotten commitments
of $9 billion already.

That should have a special taxation.
We are selling it and the Government
will reap a one time benefit of $9 bil-
lion for the contracts that are already

under way. Why not have it perma-
nently taxed so that future genera-
tions, as long as the Nation exists and
the airwaves are above our heads, can
benefit from that because it belongs to
everybody.

There was a motion on the floor, an
amendment to require any drug compa-
nies that benefit from Federal research
to pay a portion of that back in terms
of lower drug prices. I say we should go
further.

Any company, whether it is a drug
company or a telecommunications
company, any company that benefits
from Federal research have the Gov-
ernment as a permanent partner. There
should be royalties on the products for-
ever.

We have numerous products that
would not exist had it not been for
military research—radar, computeriza-
tion, all kinds of components of this
big telecommunications revolution,
and the great technological revolution,
all of those components were developed
through military research paid for by
the American people.

Why not have a royalty so that the
American people every time a product
is sold will benefit from the research
that they paid for? On and on it goes.

I want to close out by just saying
that what I am trying to talk about is
the fact that we have reached a land-
mark, a milestone, a major milestone
in the process of remaking America.

I take Speaker GINGRICH and the ma-
jority Republicans very seriously when
they say they are going to remake
America, I believe that they are really
going to try to do that, and they are
smart enough to do what they say they
are going to do if we do not stop them.

I am all for remaking America,
thinking as we go into the 21st century
a vision of a new America is a proper
vision. But what shall that vision be? I
see a vision of an America that is the
richest Nation on the face of the earth,
the richest Nation that ever existed,
and its resources are used in a way
which benefits every American, re-
sources are used in ways that benefit
all Americans for education, for health
care.

The question is, Is the United States
of America a Nation for the rich and
powerful only? Shall the great major-
ity of the population remain immobile
while it is reduced to a status of urban
serfs or suburban peasants?

Shall the resources of the richest Na-
tion that has ever existed in the his-
tory of the world be used primarily for
the benefit of an oppressive elite mi-
nority or shall it be used for the bene-
fit of all the people and shall a caring
majority rise up and let it be known
that they are going to determine what
America looks like in the 21st century
and it is going to be an America for ev-
erybody, an America that is fair, an
America that is living up to the hope of
the Constitution.

Our job is to promote the general
welfare, that is the welfare for every-
body, not to cut school lunches, not to

cut medicare, not to make life painful
for the elderly and the weak. Our job is
an America which has compassion.

MY ADVICE TO THE PRIVILEGED ORDERS

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I may claim
the remaining time to address the
House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FOX
of Pennsylvnia). Without objection, the
balance of the time allocated to the
minority leader is allocated to the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. GONZALEZ].

There was no objection.
Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, 75

years ago, on August 18, 1920, the nine-
teenth amendment to the Constitution
was ratified, giving women the right to
vote after a long, bitter struggle. It is
hard to imagine today a world in which
women could not even vote and yet,
that right has been established for a
mere 75 years.

And we are on the eve of a somber
anniversary: the beginning of the age
of nuclear terror, and the end of the gi-
gantic slaughter that was World War
II. For 50 years, we have lived under
the shadow of nuclear obliteration; and
while we now have reason to hope that
the future of the world does not depend
on terror, we do not truly know wheth-
er 50 years from today, the world will
celebrate a century free of nuclear war.
We can only hope that this past 50
years will lead to another, and that the
world will at last be free from the ter-
ror of mass war.

There is another anniversary to cele-
brate: the 30th birthday of Medicare—
the liberation of this Nation’s elderly
from the oppression of unaffordable, in-
accessible medical care. Today there
are 37 million Americans with the right
to Medicare benefits. Not only has this
liberated people from the fear of finan-
cial catastrophe because illness, it has
made a huge difference in the quality
and vitality of our senior citizens.
Imagine this: in just 25 years the life
expectancy of Americans jumped by a
full 10 percent, from 70 to 76. Thanks to
Social Security and Medicare, poverty
and fear are no longer the universal
fear of elderly Americans; they are not
banished by any means, but there can
be no doubt whatever that Medicare
was the greatest emancipator of senior
citizens in our history.

The central struggle of human exist-
ence is against fear: what Franklin
Roosevelt decried as ‘‘blind, unreason-
ing fear.’’ And he defined very well
what should be the enduring goal of
every government and every citizen:
We look forward to a world founded
upon four essential freedoms.

The first is freedom of speech and ex-
pression—everywhere in the world.

The second is freedom of every per-
son to worship God in his own way—ev-
erywhere in the world.

The third is freedom from want.
The fourth is freedom from fear.
As much as anything, those brief

lines sum up the struggles of history,
and especially the struggles of our
time. For all the struggle and slaugh-
ter of this century, all the scientific
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progress, all the fantastic accumula-
tion of goods, has been a more or less
determined struggle to liberate human
oppression and from the fear of those
terrible threats. It is not a new strug-
gle, but in this century, perhaps more
than any other in history, we have the
sense that it can be won; that human-
ity can be freed of these old and awful
terrors.

Of course the struggle does not take
place in a smooth and predictable way;
the miracle of antibiotics has ended
the terror of some diseases, but new
plagues appear; and the miracles of
computers give us powers to process
unimaginable amounts of information,
but we lose individual privacy; and
while revolutionary advances occur al-
most routinely, we live in growing fear
of crime and violence. This uneven, un-
predictable progress of humanity was
very well described by Matthew Ar-
nold, more than 100 years ago:

And we are here as on a darkling plain,
Swept with confused alarms of struggle and
flight, Where ignorant armies clash by night.

In other words, we struggle on, some-
times blindly and in confusion, in the
belief and hope that we can prevail,
that there will be a better day, and
that humanity can improve itself. If we
can establish the four freedoms, if we
can banish those elemental fears of
poverty and oppression—then all the
struggles of this century, and all the
others before it, will at long last secure
us the comfort that while life lasts, it
can be lived in freedom, real freedom.

For if we abandon the struggle, we
will surrender to the kind of cynicism
that Sir Walter Scott long ago de-
scribed in his skillful dissection of the
Government of England. This comment
is in the form of a last will and testa-
ment supposedly written by the mythi-
cal John Bull, the equivalent of our
own Uncle Sam. This fictional last will
said:

I leave to my said children a great chest
full of broken promises and cracked oaths,
likewise a vast cargo of ropes made of sand.

If our Government breaks faith with
us, that is the kind of legacy we will
inherit.

And so on this 75th anniversary of
women’s right to vote, and on this 50th
anniversary of the nuclear age, and on
this 30th anniversary of Medicare, we
must renew our faith. Each one of
these anniversaries is a revolutionary
change; each one came after a long
struggle; and each one must be jeal-
ously protected. The freedom to vote
and have a voice is a new and precious,
priceless thing; the nuclear bomb will
either establish sanity among the na-
tions or destroy them; and the promise
of Medicare must be nurtured and
guarded, lest it turn into ‘‘great chest
of broken promises and cracked oaths.’’

The problem of every generation is to
keep from sliding backward. Today’s
generation is facing a harder struggle
than some: for during the past 15 years
the average American worker has seen
real wages decline steadily. There is a
real decline in all kinds of indices of

personal economic security: wealth is
increasingly concentrated in fewer
hands; ordinary workers for a while
stayed even by adding part time jobs,
or by having a working spouse, but last
year the number of families with two
earners actually declined—meaning
that adding a second income has just
about reached its limit, and more and
more families are seeing a growing gap
between what they earn and what they
need. In addition, the number of people
in this country who are working strict-
ly as temporaries is growing by leaps
and bounds: these are folks who have
little or no health insurance, and little
or no retirement plan, and little or no
hope of breaking out of temporary
work and into a real career. These are
not just kids working for the summer;
and these are not clerks and laborers:
increasingly, they are professionals in-
cluding accountants, managers and
lawyers. In other words, we are living
in a time when personal economic se-
curity for a growing number of mil-
lions of people is evaporating, and for
them, the future looks more fearful
than promising, and more like a tread-
mill that runs faster and faster, rather
than a road that rises to a brighter to-
morrow.

This new insecurity and the fear that
it gives birth to, is a very large compo-
nent of what is often called the politics
of resentment—which is politics that
exploits the fear that someone else is
gaining ground that ought to belong to
you. It is politics built on the notion
that your problems are the fault of
somebody else. It is politics built on
creating divisions and exploiting the
fears that arise from those divisions.

And how different this is from Lin-
coln’s vision, delivered in his message
to Congress, July 4, 1861, describing the
government that the Civil War would
soon be fought to preserve in these
words:

‘‘. . . government whose leading ob-
ject is to elevate the condition of
men—to lift artificial weights from all
shoulders; to clear the paths of laud-
able pursuit for all; to afford all an un-
fettered start, and a fair chance in the
race of life.’’

Those are words that could have been
spoken by a Franklin Roosevelt, a
John F. Kennedy or a Harry Truman—
but can you imagine Phil Gramm say-
ing words like those? Lincoln would be
embarrassed by his party’s retreat
from his commitment to human de-
cency and a Government dedicated to a
new birth of freedom.

It saddens me to see that the rulers
of today’s Congress want to slash and
burn programs that are intended to—
and have—lifted artificial weights from
the shoulders of men by improving
schools and making education afford-
able to all; and killing programs that
create the dignity of productive work;
by killing health research; by cutting
Medicare itself; by killing virtually all
opportunities to develop affordable
housing; and even by prohibiting the
issuance of regulations that establish

safe limits for arsenic in drinking
water, or regulations that make meat
inspection far more effective and effi-
cient; and by actions that altogether
are intended to give the rich and pow-
erful even greater advantages than
they already enjoy, while throwing
bars and locks on the courthouse doors,
so that ordinary people can’t even sue
to correct wrongs. Far from a govern-
ment that would lift artificial weights
from all shoulders or one that works to
clear the paths of laudable pursuit for
all the new masters of Congress are
throwing new weight on the backs of
the poor, building new obstacles for
women and placing fetters around the
legs of everyone who starts life from a
poor position.

What a tragedy, that the Republican
party should fall into the hands of its
wildest, most unrestrained ideologues,
whose actions daily become more op-
pressive and even irrational.

But the politics of fear on which they
depend cannot forever be exploited.
There comes a time when people de-
mand more than the entertaining di-
versions of Willie Horton ads, or of
showboat investigative hearings; there
comes a time when people want to
know how the Government will help
them win greater control over the
forces that no individual can overcome
alone. How are we going to endure that
senior citizens continue to live in dig-
nity, decency and security? How are we
going to ensure that we are not going
to have a newly impoverished genera-
tion? How are we going to ensure that
the people of this country who have
historically been denied a decent
chance, actually do get that chance?

Those are the real issues of our time.
Through all our history, the sole pur-

pose of Government in this country has
been, as the Pilgrims wrote in the
Mayflower Compact, to . . . combine
ourselves together into a civil Body
Politick, for our better Ordering and
Preservation . . . And . . . do enact,
constitute, and frame, such just and
equal Laws, Ordinances, Acts, Con-
stitutions, and offices, from time to
time, as shall be thought most meet
and convenient for the General Good of
the Colony . . .

And so as I said, we are here to cele-
brate the unity of generations.

On this anniversary of Medicare, let
us resolve never again to abandon
whole generations to the daily threat
of bankruptcy, in order to get decent
medical care.

Let us honor the tens of millions
slaughtered in the wars of this century,
by promising that we will do every-
thing possible to end nuclear terror
and mass war; because we can in no
other way keep faith with the genera-
tions who made those sacrifices, and
those new generations whose lives hang
in the balance.

And let us guard jealously our right
to speak and be heard, our right to
vote and our duty to be good, active
and involved citizens.

Above all, let us hold accountable
those who today seek to dishonor the
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commitment this country has had from
its very beginning, . . . to enact . . .
just and equal laws. The course of our
progress has been too difficult, the
struggle for protection of minorities,
protection of our environment—and
even the dignity, decency and freedom
of Medicare; these things are too pre-
cious, too hard-won, and too vital for
us to abandon. Let us keep faith with
all generations, and with each other.
Let us remember and honor and affirm
the goal of the Lincolns, who struggled
for a . . . government whose leading
object is to elevate the condition of
men—to lift artificial weights from all
shoulders . . . to afford all an unfet-
tered start, and a fair chance in the
race of life.

And let us at the same time hold ac-
countable those who today seek to
drive us backward. Such reactionaries
have always plagued humanity, but if
we are true to ourselves and to the gen-
erations that came before and go after
us, we will never allow our government
to bequeath us broken promises and
cracked oaths and we will not see vot-
ing rights reduced nor Medicare’s
strong net reduced into ropes of sand.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to:
Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of GEP-

HARDT), for today, on account of per-
sonal business.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH (at the request of
Mr. ARMEY), for today on account of in-
specting damage by Hurricane Erin.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED
By unanimous consent, permission to

address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. WISE) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. PALLONE. for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. WISE, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. COLLINS of Illinois, for 5 min-

utes, today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. HOKE) to revise and extend

their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. HOKE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DORNAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. HORN, for 5 minutes each day on
September 6, 7, 8, and 12.

Mrs. SEASTRAND, for 5 minutes,
today.

f

ADJOURNMENT TO WEDNESDAY,
SEPTEMBER 6, 1995

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr. FOX
of Pennsylvania).

Pursuant to the provisions of House
Concurrent Resolution 92 of the 104th
Congress, the House stands adjourned
until 12 noon on Wednesday, September
6, 1995.

Thereupon (at 6 o’clock and 17 min-
utes p.m.), pursuant to House Concur-
rent Resolution 92, the House ad-
journed until Wednesday, September 6,
1995, at 12 noon.

h

EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized by various committees of the House of Representa-
tives during the second quarter of 1995 in connection with official foreign travel, as well as a consolidated report of foreign
currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for official foreign travel authorized by the Speaker of the House of Representatives
during the second quarter of 1995, pursuant to Public Law 95–384, are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 1995

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Scott D. McCoy .......................................................... 4/17 4/23 Hong Kong .............................................. ................... 2,184.00 ................... ................... ................... ................... ................... 2,184.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. ................... ................... ................... 2,732.15 ................... ................... ................... 2,732.15

Andrew W. Baker ....................................................... 4/18 4/21 Hong Kong .............................................. ................... 1,456.00 ................... ................... ................... ................... ................... 1,456.00
Commercial airfare .......................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. ................... ................... ................... 2,636.95 ................... ................... ................... 2,636.95

Committee total ........................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. ................... 3,640.00 ................... 5,369.10 ................... ................... ................... 9,009.10

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

PAT ROBERTS,
Chairman, July 26, 1995.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND
JUNE 30, 1995

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Hon. J.C. Watts, Jr .................................................... 5/29 6/01 Nigeria .................................................... ................... 966.00 ................... 4,405.15 ................... ................... ................... 5,371.15

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

JAMES A. LEACH,
Chairman, July 28, 1995.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 1995

Name of Member or employee

Date

Country

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total

Arrival Departure Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent

or U.S.
currency 2

Susan D. Sheridan .................................................... 3/27 4/1 Germany .................................................. ................... 1,524.00 ................... 3,197.85 ................... ................... ................... 4,721.85
Catherine G. Van Way ............................................... 3/31 4/8 Germany .................................................. ................... 2,286.00 ................... 3,197.85 ................... ................... ................... 5,483.85
Hon. Bart Gordon ...................................................... 4/9 4/13 Romania .................................................. ................... 1,193.00 ................... 3,542.25 ................... 5 86.99 ................... 4,822.24
Hon. Henry Waxman .................................................. 4/9 4/16 Israel ....................................................... ................... 3 280.00 ................... (4) ................... ................... ................... 280.00

Committee total ........................................... ............. ................. ................................................................. ................... 5,283.00 ................... 9,937.95 ................... 86.99 ................... 15,307.94

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Official business conducted 4/9/95 to 4/11/95. Other time was personal.
4 Congressman purchased airline ticket with frequent flyer miles accumulated.
5 Driver services for 4/10/95 and 4/13/95.

TOM BLILEY,
Chairman, July 27, 1995.


		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-05-22T16:01:48-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




